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Sir: 

I am shocked that ... The 
Journal would label as “‘the Chris- 
tian viewpoint” an article express- 
ing the views of the one on Page 
5 of your January 17th issue. 

Nor can I imagine how the “De- 
partment of Bible” of any Chris- 
tian college can offer this as the 
attitude a Christian should have: 
“Let’s lay a wall of fire before 
them (our soldiers in Korea) with 
machine guns, artillery bombs, 
plane attacks ... Better to ex- 
pend al] the iron in the Mesabi 
Range than one American 
mother’s son.” 

Are American sons more valu- 
able in God’s sight than Chinese 
or Korean sons, or dearer to their 
mothers’ hearts? 

How can we square such savage 
expressions with the teaching of 
the Bible: “Love your ene- 
mies ... do good to them that hate 
you, and pray for them which de- 
spitefully use you... ?” 

Let us not suppose, like the 
Pharisee, that we are completely 
on God’s side. If we must fight the 
Chinese, let us do it with the hum- 
ble prayer of penitence: “Father, 
forgive me for this sin, for I am 
convinced I would be committing 
a worse sin by not doing it.” 

C. M. Proudfoot. 

New Haven, Conn. 


We have reread the article re- 
ferred to above, prepared by the 
Department of Bible at Presby- 
terian Junior College, and we find 
it a clear statement of a tragic 
truth—if we must have war then 
we must fight with all our power 
and resources. Does reader Proud- 
foot feel we should neglect our 
fighting men for the benefit of the 
Chinese Communists? —Ed. 


January 22, 1951. 
Sir: 


I have read Mr. C. W. Alex- 
ander’s editorial on modernism in 
colleges, printed in the January 
10 issue of The Journal. I whole- 
heartedly agree with Mr. Alex- 
der’s stand on modernism, but in 
the interests of accuracy I would 
protest his use of Princeton as the 
prime example of a Presbyterian 
Church institution lost to liber- 
alism. 

Princeton University is not and 
never has been a Presbyterian in- 
stitution. It was founded in 1746, 
more than 40 years before the or- 
ganization of the General As- 
sembly of the Presbyterian 
Church. While many of its foun- 
ders were Presbyterians, they 
never placed the institution under 
church control. I am _ surprised 
that Princeton Alumnus Alexan- 
der made such a mistake. 
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Mr. Alexander says that for a 
long period the instruction of 
Princeton University remained 
faithful to the teachings of the 
Bible. Actually, it quickly became 
a center of deistic and unitarian 
thought, so that by 1800 there 
were very few professed Chris- 
tians among the undergraduates. 
There has been considerable in- 
crease in the number of commit- 
ted Christians on the University 
campus since that day. Hats off to 
the Princeton Evangelical Fellow- 
ship and the many other fine 
Christians among the students and 
on the faculty at the present time! 

To prevent confusion, let me 
also mention Princeton Theolog- 
ical Seminary. This was founded 
by the Presbyterian Church in 
1812, and is still under control of 
the General Assembly of the Pres- 
byterian Church, U.S.A. It has no 
organic connection whatsoever 
with Princeton University; it only 
happens that they are both in the 
same town. This seminary is dis- 
tinguished for the great number 
of its graduates who have faith- 
fully carried the Gospel to the for- 
eign mission fields of the world. 
There may be a few liberals and 
nominal Christians among its pre- 
sent students, but the vast ma- 
jority are earnest Christians, 
faithful to the Word of God. 


Robert F. Scott 


Princeton Seminary, ’48. 
Saginaw, Mich. 


(A slow reading of the editorial 
in THE JOURNAL jssue of Jan- 
uary 10, 1951, will indicate that 
it nowhere says that Princeton 
University was ever a Presby- 
terian institution or that it was 
ever under the control of the Pres- 
byterian Church. What it did state 
was that Bible-believing Presby- 
terians founded it and that, due to 
the corroding eftects of Liberalism 
or Modernism, one finds on its 
campus today the spiritual condi- 
tion mentioned in the Princeton 
Alumni Weekly of December 8, 
1950. 

Princeton University is far 
from being the only or the prime 
example of schools which were 
founded by Bible-believing Chris- 
tians and which have since been 
lost to the cause of orthodox 
Christianity. Unfortunately, it 1s 
merely “e pluribus unum” in this 
regard. 


Concerning Princeton Theolog- 
ical Seminary, with due deference 
to Mr. Scott’s observation thereon, 
| believe few persons would con- 
tend that, since its reorganization 
in 1929, this Seminary and its fac- 
ulty have been as consistently and 
as thoroughly orthodox as_ they 
were in the days of the Hodges 


and of Dr. Warfield. —C.W.A.) 


The following is part of a letter 
just received. It was written by a 
former missionary, one who was 
born in China and who speaks. the 
language as a native. He has gone 
to Formosa under a visa specifica!- 
ly issued at the request of General 
and Madame Chiang Kai-shek, to 
preach in army camps and hold 
general]! evangelistic meetings 
throughout the island. —Ed. 


“Formosa is undoubtedly the 
world’s hottest spot spiritually 
and politically. A city-wide evan- 
gelistic campaign for me in this 
capital city of Taipeh has been 
planned and is scheduled to start 
on February 6, the first day of the 
Lunar Year, commonly called 
China New Year, which is still ob- 
served as a holiday and has long 
been regarded as a good time for 
evangelism. The first six days I 
am to speak in the Mandarin Lan- 
guage and be interpreted into the 
Formosan or Taiwanese, which is 
the Amoy dialect of China, and we 
are going to try and reach the 
local people with the co-operation 
of all the churches, but of course 
there will be a large gathering of 
the mainlanders who speak Man- 
darin, as well. 


“Then the next six days I am to 
speak straight Mandarin without 
interpretation, to reach the gov- 
ernment group, soldiers, and stu- 
dents. I have planned after that to 
go right down the Island and hold 
similar evangelistic campaigns in 
the other cities of the Island. I 
have already made brief visits to 
the south and the east of the Is- 
land and everywhere they have 
urged me to come again. We have 
a wide-open entrance into schools 
all over because of letters of in- 
troduction from Governor K. C. 
Wu, and now we are getting a 
covering letter from the highest 
military authorities giving us en- 
trance to army camps. 

“No group gives me quite such 
a good hearing as the soldiers, al! 
of whom are from the mainland, 
and I sound to them like a voice 
from home. Hundreds of them re- 
spond to every invitation to ac- 
cept Christ, but- we need mission- 
aries in every place who will live 
there and follow up the people 
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who make decisions. I am sure 
that churches can be established 
in every place to which we go. 

“In one place on the East Coast 
there was a pastor who had a little 
handful. I was there for three 
nights and he said his congrega- 
tion had tripled as result. There is 
a sense of urgency here that one 
does not encounter elsewhere. No 
one knows how long the door can 
remain open. The morale of the 
people and the soldiers is high, but 
one does not see how, with the 
meagre equipment that they have 
and a run-down air force they 
could successfully resist a deter- 


mined assault from the mainland 
over this eighty-mile stretch that 
intervenes. We are glad to see a 
rising interest and inclination to 
help on the part of the U. S. 

“I have no doubt from close ob- 
servation and many conversations 
that with adequate help in ma- 
terial for ground and air forces 
they can not only defend this Is- 
land but make a successful in- 
vasion of the mainland. There is 
ample evidence that the armies 
and people who deserted General 
Chiang before, due to the perfora- 
tion of Red propaganda, after an 
extended dose of Red vileness and 


cruelty and oppression, would 
flock back to his standard. There 
is an army of a million and a half 
guerilla forces right now on the 
mainland that are giving the Reds 
a fit. Last night I had dinner with 
the secretary of the army chief of 
staff. The former is a lovely Chris- 
tian, a colonel in rank. 


“T am interested, however, in 
the salvation of the lost and the 
building of the saints of Christ in 
this Island. In hope that you will 
call the people especially to pray 
for our evangelistic effort.” 


EDITORIAL 


The Presbyterian Church 
Is Fundamental Plus 


From time to time in The Christian Century, a 
well-edited journal, there is a slur cast against 
certain people as being “fundamental.” The same is 
true occasionally in one or more of our own Church 
publications. Needless to say, there are those who 
confuse the term with “dispensationalism” or with 
“premillenialism.” 


The Presbyterian Church is committed to neither 
of these but it is committed to the “fundamentals.” 
Webster says that “fundamental” means, “Of, or 
pertaining to the foundation or basis.” He further 
defines the term as, “a principle, rule, law or asticle 
which serves as the ground work of a system ;—as 
the fundamentals of the Christian faith.” 


The Presbyterian faith is definitely fundamental 
and not vague and humanistic. Its gospel is Biblical 
and, therefore, very specific. It believes in a great 
eternal, omniscient God and Father. The Human- 
Divine Saviour, Christ Jesus Our Lord is the one 


mediator between God and Man. His perfect obedi- 
ence in life and in death is the broad groundwork of 
our salvation. His mangled body and His outpoured 
blood avail for our forgiveness and the perfect dress 
of His righteousness. 


Strange to many, the great doctrines of our faith 
taught and preached directly from the word of God, 
do not pall or weary the hearers. As we move with 
our Lord across the Judean hills and see Him at 
grips with life in all forms, we see these fundament- 
als of faith ever at work. They are centered in Him. 
He is forgiveness, He is righteousness, He is peace, 
and He is power. The gospel is personified in Him, 
for He is all in all. 

Sin is presented in our faith as neither a poor 
“error of mortal mind” nor as a small slip in the 
“trial and error” process of evolutionary develop- 
ment. Calvin points out the nature of sin within our 
souls when he declares, ““These two things should be 
distinctly observed: first, that our natures being so 
totally vitiated and depraved, we are, on account of 
this very corruption, considered as convicted and 
justly condemned in the sight of God, to whom 
nothing is acceptable but righteousness, innocence, 
and purity.” 
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Only a great gospel of divine righteousness, for- 
giveness and complete reconciliation will suffice for 
our deep seated sinful natures. 


If evangelism of the truest sort is to be revived 
in our churches then it spells a return to the simpli- 
cities of Jesus Christ crucified, resurrected, ascended 
and returning for sinful men. 


The winsomeness of His invitation, the power of 
His salvation, the richness of His fellowship are all 
ours within the framework of God’s word and the 


Reformed faith. A dead orthodoxy is one of the 
worst things that can befall the church for it 
naturally leads to a sterile liberalism that often at- 
tracts and then destroys. 


Spirit-filled witnesses in the pew and the pulpit 
testifying to the great essentials of faith and life 
backed up by volumes of heartfelt prayer will lead 
us out into a new day of effectiveness and power. 
God’s word is the complete warrant for such a 
conviction. —R.W.C. 


We Must Change Our China 
Policy—And Quickly 


The most important activity in China for the 
past one hundred years has not been the opening of 
that great land to business; nor has it been the 
spread of the influence of Western civilization. The 
thing which is of eternal importance has been the 
preaching of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, the re- 
demption of untold millions and the establishment 


of the Christian Church. 


Therefore, Christians cannot ignore the events 
which have resulted in the closing of China to Chris- 
tian missions, nor can they, as citizens, remain ac- 
quiescent if this has come about by an obdurate and 
misguided policy on the part of our own adminis- 
trative officials. 


Because of participation in a debate on a local 
“Town Meeting” recently, the writer has gone into 
this entire question more than he had previously. 


This has included a study of the White Paper 


issued by our State Department on its China Policy. 


We have been amazed at the apparent deliberate 
misrepresentation of the facts. Furthermore, this 
White Paper contains statements which are abso- 
lutely untrue. Study shows this to be a_ biased 
attack on General Chiang and the Nationalist 
Government of China to cover up the abysmal mis- 
takes of our own State Department. It is official 
evidence that American policy in China during the 
past five years was projected on a false hypothesis— 
that the Chinese Communist movement was an 
“agrarian reform’; that it was sponsored by men 
with an acute personal bias against our strongest 
war-time ally in China; and that these men con- 
tinued to labor under the delusion that one can do 
business with Communism and the Communists. Of 
course there was already concrete evidence of this, 
for General Marshall was sent to China for the 
specific purpose of effecting a coalition government 
between the Nationalists and the Communists, some- 
thing we have not asked any other government in 
the world to do. When General Chiang refused, he 
was branded as “reactionary” and ‘“‘non-cooperative” 
and later criticized “‘because he refused to take 
American advice.” History has not had to proceed 
very far to show his wisdom and our own foolish- 
ness. 
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The State Department says in this White Paper 
that a total of a little over two billion dollars worth 
of aid was sent to China after V-J Day, approxi- 
mately one-half for economic and one-half for mili- 
tary aid. But, on the basis of the Library Refererence 
Service, just half of this amount was sent. 


Furthermore, to this amount of “aid” is charged 
three hundred millions spent in repatriating the 
Japanese Army units which surrendered in China. 
We admit that this was a help to China but to say 
this was either economic or military aid is entirely 
unjust. 

The White Paper boasts of its economic aid to 
China which was administered by UNRRA, an or- 
ganization riddled with Communists and Com- 
munist sympathizers. But, according to official 
figures, this aid to China amounted to 84 cents per 
capita while similar aid to Greece was $40.90 per 
capita. 


For months after V-J Day America continued to 
furnish Russia arms and munitions in Manchuria 
but stopped sending all but a dribble to General 
Chiang and the Nationalists). Mr. T’ruman, in his 
speech of December 18, 1946, speaking on our China 
policy, said: ““No weapons which could be used in 
fighting a civil war were made available.” 


In fact, most of the military “aid’’ was for a few 
small naval vessels, naval supplies and civilian-type 
surplus stores left over from our own war effort in 
the Pacific. Mr. Acheson states in the White Paper 
that the Nationalists did not suffer from a shortage 
of ammunition (one of the chief causes of their de- 
feat), but General Wedemyer, in his long sup- 
pressed report, stated that the Nationalists were 
acutely short of ammunition and that unless they 
received it there was little hope of success against 
the Communists. They fought the Communists for 
four years with what military men state was an 
eight months’ supply of ammunition. 


In September, 1945, President Truman assured 
Mr. T. V. Soong that America was willing to help 
China, but, “it should be clearly understood that 
military assistance furnished ... would not be di- 
verted for use in fratricidal warfare.” In its very 
inception, American aid was predicated on no fight- 
ing with the Communists. 


The more we study this entire matter the more 
clear it becomes that China’s plight today is the 
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result of a prejudiced, misinformed and deliberate 
policy emanating from the State Department which, 
intentionally or not, brought about the victory of 
the Communists and the defeat of the Nationalists. 
All this- despite the fact that General Chiang had 
been and continued to be a loyal friend and ally. Dr. 
Walter Judd cut through the double talk and de- 
featism in Congress with this incisive statement: 
“I can give you a thousand reasons why we cannot 
succeed in China, but our job is to find means by 
which we can succeed.” 


Down to the present moment the architects of 
this colossal diplomatic and military debacle in 
China continue to turn their faces away from a so- 
lution. If the present situation is permitted to con- 
tinue, China will be irrevocably lost to American 


friendship, to Christian mission work and to a part 
in the free nations’ stand against Communism. The 
Communists took over in Russia while numbering 
less than 5 percent of the total population. The same 
thing will eventuate in China. The mass executions 
going on in China right now are evidence of the 
systematic attempt to stamp out any and all ele- 
ments which cannot be cowed into submission. 


There is abundant evidence that the Chinese peo- 
ple as a whole are completely disillusioned by the 
benevolent claims of Communism. The time to com- 
pletely change our policy towards China, General 
Chiang and the Nationalists is RIGHT Now. If this 
necessitates the elimination of Secretary Dean Ache- 
son and his advisers on China it will be a very small 
price to pay. —L.N.B. 


“Keclesiastical 
Strip- Teasers” 


“Let us have done with these ecclesiastical strip- 


teasers,” declared Professor Gordon Rupp, London. 


lecturer to the Ministers’ Week at Candler School 
of Theology. Continuing, the distinguished English 
Methodist scholar warned that if the ecumenical 
church meant that the Baptist is to give up baptism, 
the Presbyterian is to say good-bye to John Calvin, 
the Congregationalist is to bury Isaac Watts deeper 
than the Methodists are to inter the hymns of 
Charles and the sermons of John Wesley, it will 
not mean a Protestantism that can stand in the face 
of Romanism. God is not so much on the side of the 
big battalions as He is with those of strong con- 
victions. 


There were other thoughtful notes, e.g. Are we 
using social idealism as a substitute for sacrificial 
action? ‘The idea of a naturalistic progress toward 
Utopia has been terribly debunked in the last ten 
years. In place of the optimism of inevitable progress, 
Christianity offers the optimism of grace, founded 
on the mighty acts of God in Jesus Christ. The early 
Christians knew that Christ lived at the right hand 
of God. 


But let us stop and apply the first thought to the 
current situation in our Church and the outlook in 
American Protestantism. According to Church and 
Associated Press reports, our Committee on Co- 
operation and Union is working in at least three 
union directions, namely, with the USA Church, 
with the ARP Church, and with some half a dozen 
to a dozen communions, recently meeting in Cincin- 
nati. Meanwhile the ARP’s are writing a Plan of 
Union with the United Presbyterians which is to be 
tollowed—at least so Professor Taylor of the UP 
Seminary in Pittsburg says—by union with us and 
then the whole with the USA Presbyterians. 


Now is our Committee on Co-operation and 
Union preserving in these negotiations the heritage 
of our Church or are we entering the first step in 
what may be a series of mergers by “strip-teasing,” 
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that is, are we to say at the very outset that the 
heritage of the Southern Presbyterian fathers, or the 
more recent testimony of our Church to the mighty 
acts of God in His eternal Son are not worth main- 
taining? 

Unfortunately, the proposed Plan of Union with 
the USA Church does not maintain the doctrine of 
our Book of Church Order that Christ is the only 
King and the sole Lawgiver in Zion—though that 
is the testimony of Palmer in 1861 as it was of the 
English Puritans, the Scottish Covenanters, the 
Protestant Reformers, and the heroic Hussites. Nor 
does the printed Plan preserve the doctrinal safe- 
guards of our ordination promise to notify presby- 
tery if one changes his views and of the 1939 As- 
sembly’s interpretation of these vows as involving 
our acceptance ot Christ as truly God who became 
truly man by His virgin birth, our acceptance of His 
sacrifice of Himself to satisfy Divine justice and 
reconcile us to God, our acceptance of His bodily 
resurrection, and the hope of His return. 


Brethren, we have requested the preservation of 
this goodly heritage of our Church, over and over 
again. We shall continue so to do. If our voices are 
unheard and these safeguards of our faith, built up 
by the testimony of our Church, are thrown away 
at the first step in ecclesiastical merging, those Esaus 
who have lightly esteemed the heritage of the fathers 
shall give account “when God will judge the 
secrets of all men according to my Gospel.” 


—Wm.C.R. 


Appeasement 


In the sphere of politics and diplomacy we are 
familiar with the efforts of foolish, if sometimes, 
well-meaning, persons, to bring about peace through 
appeasement and compromise. 

We also have those who advocate “appeasement” 
and compromise in religion. A missionary, for 
instance, suggested to the religious leaders of India 
that they preserve all the best in their own religions, 
and then select the best in Christianity, and blend 
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these together into a new religion. Such advice is 
not only foolish, but cowardly and dishonoring to 
Christ and God. Christianity is exclusive, the only 
true religion, and to try to appease false religions 
and false prophets is to betray our Lord, and also 
to leave the human race in its sin and shame. 


There is also such a thing as appeasement in 
personal religion. We excuse sin and compromise 
with the devil. The result is that our besetting sins 
sap Our spiritual power and destroy our witness 
for our Saviour. There must never be any appease- 
ment or compromise with sin in the heart or life. 
“Put off,” “put to death,” “crucify,” said Paul; 
‘‘No man can serve two masters,” said the Great 
Teacher. Sin must be fought as a deadly enemy. We 
must not let it reign in us. We must fight to the 
finish. We can be “more than conquerers’ through 
Him Who loves us and is the Captain of our salva- 


tion. —J.K.P. 


Am I A Dupe? 


We do not care for the expression, “‘a sucker,” 
but the word is in common use and it does convey a 
very clear idea, that of being “taken in,” of being 
guilty of poor judgement and succumbing to the 
misrepresentations of others. 


We all have laughed at jokes about the un- 
sophisticated who are sold gold bricks; who are 
taken in by con men; who buy a stuffed wallet from 
a stranger. Such things take place and we look with 
amusement, and some pity, on those who prove 
themselves so gullible. 


But, the question is: Am I a dupe? Am I a 
sucker ? 


God has given us His Word, the Sword of the 
Spirit. It is the one offensive weapon Paul speaks of 
when he warns the Christian to put on the whole 
armour of God. The devil has questioned God’s 
Word from the beginning. ‘“Yea, hath God said ?” 
is his first recorded word to man, and he followed 
with a flat denial: “Ye shall not surely die.’ The 
devil fears God’s Word and he cannot stand against 
it. Ihe quotation of three verses was all our Lord 
had to do to put him to flight in the wilderness. By 
the Word of God the Christian lives. With it he 


fights. On its authority the minister preaches. 
But, am I a dupe? Am I a sucker? 


Nothing means more to the work of the devil 
than to have people doubt the Bible. He has pulled 
a fast one and he must constantly laugh up his 
sleeve because all across the theological world one 
finds a trail of those who deny the Bible, who in- 
sinuate that parts of it are folklore, fables, pious 
frauds, the writings of ignorant and mistaken men. 
The inspiration, the accuracy and the authority of 
the Bible are questioned. Who might be back of the 
“scholarship” which sits in judgement on the Word 
of God rather than to have it sit in judgement on 


man? Is it possible that modern man, confident in 
his scientific and scholarly attainments, is actually 
being duped? Is he a sucker for the wiles of the 
devil? 

There are thousands of good men across America, 
and in other parts of the world, sincere men, earnest 
men, men anxious to have their lives count for God. 
But, they have fallen for a scholarship which denies 
the plenary inspiration of the Scriptures. They ques- 
tion the peculiar guidance and protection of the 
Holy Spirit in the Bible. They lack the one thing 
which would harness their earnestness and sincerity 
and give them real spiritual power—complete faith 
in the only weapon given to fight Satan and his 
works, the Bible, the Sword of the Spirit. 

In these days of propaganda; of the double use of 
terms; of spiritual wickedness in high places, it is a 
foregone conclusion that the devil will do all in his 
power to weaken the power and witness of those 
aligned against him. He questioned God’s Word in 
the beginning. He is doing it today. 

Are you a dupe? Are you a sucker! 


Where The Blessing 
Is Missed 


As Jesus passed along a road in Galilee “much 
people followed him, and thronged him.” In all of 
that great crowd there were certainly many who 
had physical sickness or weakness in varying degrees. 


—L.N.B. 


But, only one person was healed, a woman with a 
hemorrhage of twelve years’ duration. Many touched 
Christ but only one touched Him in faith. 


This same situation exists today. The redeeming 
and transforming power of our Saviour is available 
to any and all who will receive it, but, it is experi- 
enced only by those who come to Him in simple 
faith. 

The supernatural power of the supernatural 
Christ is not something man can handle and question 
and debate. It is something to be admitted and to be 
received by faith. We believe many are missing spir- 
itual blessings and power today because of doubts 
and unbelief in their hearts. Christ and His redeem- 
ing work cannot be fitted into the concepts, the re- 
strictions and the limitations of the natural man. 
The unregenerate heart says, “Can God?” The 
humble and contrite heart says, ““God can,” and 


God does. —L.N.B. 


Dr. Daniel Shaw Gage 


Dr. Daniel Shaw Gage, contributing editor to 
The Southern Presbyterian Journal and forme: 
secretary and treasurer of the Presbyterian Educa- 
tional Association of the South, died January 22 in 
St. Augustine, Fla. 

His death was attributed to a heart condition. 

A moderator of the Synod of Missouri in 1950. 
Dr. Gage was for 62 years associated with West- 
minster College. 
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The author of this article is a distinguished young product of our Church and our educational institutions. 
At the present time he is taking his Ph.D. at one of our nation’s outstanding universities. For personal rea- 


sons he prefers his name not to appear at this time. 


Wee feel that here we have the searching finger of truth placed on the essential weakness of the neo- 
orthodox theology which is so popular today. It is our prayer that this article will be thoughtfully and 
prayerfully read by the theological students and ministers of our Church. Too many have been “‘sold a bill of 


goods” and know not whereof they have bought. 


Christian Church are the historic doctrines of 

the Church in as great danger as they are 
today. They are under attack. And their danger lies 
in the fact that the attack is not a frank and open 
one, but a behind-the-scenes, subtle undermining of 
their historic meaning and signification. The Chris- 
tian faith as expressed in the Reformed and—so far 
as we are concerned—Presbyterian position is in 
danger, not because it is being rejected, but because 
it is being accepted; accepted by the vast majority of 
thinking theologians in the world today—but accept- 
ing with such reservations and with so many changes 
in the original meaning of its terms and concepts 
that the very foundations of the Reformed position 
are being shaken. 

How can this be? Well, to begin with, Liberalism 
as it is usually defined, is a dead issue today. The 
old liberal point of view is as extimet as the pro- 
verbial dodo, so far as leadership is concerned, 
though there are a considerable number of converts 
who, because they haven’t been keeping up with the 
latest developments, don’t realize that some dis- 
turbing changes have taken place. This is not my 
own opinion. It is the declared opinion of former 
outstanding liberals. The old point of view that 
evil is only an unfortunate result of poor education, 
that the world is growing progressively better and 
that man, by hook or by crook can save himself, has 
vanished from the thinking of the world’s leaders in 
theology. There is a mood abroad today that is al- 
most “Augustinian.” It is being acknowledged in 
strange quarters that man must have a “Lord of 
life’ instead of just a “Developing First Cause” 
from whom he periodically receives favors. And vou 
will hardly ever hear anyone saying that man him- 
self is his own deliverer. ‘There is a growing con- 
viction,” said one formerly outstanding liberal, a 
member of a denomination that doesn’t believe in 


P christian at no time in the history of the 
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Election, “that Salvation depends less upon my will 
than upon God’s will!’ And, declares another: 
“Most of us tossed out Original Sin as being a relic 
of the Dark Ages. Now, while we aren't prepared 
to go back to an original Adam in an original. gar- 
den, most of us have become convinced that some 
sort of apple was eaten at some time in the world’s 
history!” 

Statements like that are enough to make any con- 
servative theologian prick up his ears. And indeed 
there is reason to. The past twenty-five years have 
seen a decided reaction against Liberalism. The 
preacher or teacher who today goes about attacking 
the old liberal point of view, is in danger of finding 
himself tilting at windmills, like that legendary 
character, Don Quixote. There may be a number of 
small-fry liberals still kicking, but at the top level 
the old issues are no longer issues. 

Instead, the crucial issues today are Original Sin 
(not just Sin), Special Revelation (not just Revela- 
tion) and a Vicarious Atonement (not just the 
Deity of Christ). Furthermore, these doctrines are 
being firmly asserted. “Realistic Theology,” which 
is the name usually given to the new movement, 
has shown a remarkable tendency to return to the 
ancient forms of expression that have historically 


declared the faith of the Church. 
LL OF THIS at first glance, looks good. But 


wait a minute. The new interest which for- 
mer liberals are showing in the Reformed doctrines 
does not mean that there is a movement back to the 
Reformed faith. Far from it. And therein lies the 
danger. ‘Realistic Theology” is not “Orthodox 
Theology.” Not by a long shot. Theologians are 
talking about revelation; but they don’t mean Reve- 
lation! They are talking about original sin; but they 
don’t mean Original Sin! They are talking about an 
atonement; but they don’t mean the Atonement! 
How can that be? It is precisely because it is so 
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difficult to explain just how that can be, that makes 
the situation dangerous. In a nutshell, however, the 
facts are that there has been a pellmell rush back to 
the ancient words and phrases that have been used 
by Christians for centuries—but they are being used 
in ways never remotely intended by any of the good 
Fathers of the Church. The old ideas are being 
dressed in modern garments. They are being passed 
off as the old ideas, but they aren’t. 

In short, teachers and preachers in universities, 
colleges, seminaries and churches are expounding the 
ancient doctrines as “truths which no longer can be 
denied,’ but they don’t even faintly resemble their 
former selves. And men can come before our Pres- 
byteries for admission, declaring their faith and 
allegiance to the doctrines of our Church—and 
mean it when they say so—yet be worlds removed 
from the historic meaning of those doctrines as they 
are affirmed in our Confession. For instance, a bud- 
ding young minister can be examined on his belief 
in the doctrine of Original Sin, can fervently assert 
his convictions and can be received as a good repre- 
sentative in the best tradition of our Church. And 
all the while—in the line with modern accepted 
definitions of terms—he can hold to a view of 
Original Sin which would make John Calvin turn 
over in his grave. And it is being done every day. 

I keep referring to Original Sin because in that 
particular field the distinctions may be more easily 
drawn than anywhere else. Take, for instance, Rein- 
hold Niebuhr as a good representative of the “Real- 
istic Theology” point of view. He has been called 
the “apostle of modern Protestantism.” And with 
good reason. His theories sound good. Nearly every- 
one who reads in the field of Christian theology has, 
at one time or another, found himself nodding in 
deep appreciation for his significant insights. He has 
been carried as a columnist in our church papers. 

Niebuhr insists that the critical times in which we 
live must drive men away from the old, watered- 
down concepts of sin which were once so popular. 
Now, he says, the crucial issue must be, not sin, 
but original sin! Man is corrupt beyond all hope so 
far as his own resources are concerned and sinful 
from the very first breath he takes. Niebuhr calls his 
doctrine the Biblical view of original sin and he has 
thousands of followers from among men who were 
once staunch liberals. His view includes sin as 
rebellion against God, guilt, a Fall, a devil and 
temptation. It includes the necessity of an Atone- 
ment. And he believes in a conflict between good 
and evil to the end of time. (Sounds good, doesn’t 
it?) But his view also denies a historic Fall in any 
sense of the word. (By that He means any chrono- 
logical view whatever). It denies the transmission, 
or inheritance of corruption. It denies that guilt is, 
in any sense of the word, a “liability.” (Guilt is 
defined, by Niebuhr, as the “objective consequences 
of sin.” In other words, the “guilt” of adultery is 
the illegitimate child which may be born. Guilt is 
also a “religious experience,” but, religiously speak- 
ing, it is only a “sense of guilt,” or a “guilty con- 
science,’ which doesn’t really amount to a thing 


except as it may drive a man to repentance. Niebuhr 
says that man is guilty of sin, but he doesn’t say that 
his sin makes him guilty! God doesn’t hold him liable 
for anything. See how easy it is to be deceived by 
this view? It denies, of course, that there are any 
legal aspects whatever to the Atonement. And it 
denies the doctrine of total depravity. 


ND there you are. The language is classical, 
the terminology is familiar, but the meaning 
is brand new. 

Or take the doctrine of the Person and Work of 
Christ. Jesus Christ, to these modern theologians, 
was more than just a good man. He was more than 
just a teacher, or a good example. You cannot accuse 
them of being liberal in that regard. Jesus, for them, 
was divine! He was the Son of God. He was the 
Word made flesh. Jesus Christ was an Act of God 
for the Redemption of man. He died to save men. 
(I am practically taking the words right out of the 
mouth of an outstanding current writer.) But at 
the same time, the miracle stories are counted to be 
incompatible with the historic character of Jesus. 
The doctrine of the Two Natures is untenable. And 
the actual Resurrection, of course, cannot be true, 
although the final pinnacle of the Christian faith is 
the certain confidence we have in God’s power to 
overcome death. Is all that confusing? It certainly 
is. Exactly what is meant can be explained, but the 
distinctions are so fine that it would be impossible 
to do so within the bounds of this article. The main 
point I want to make is that the opponents of 
historic Christianity today are not men who deny 
the truths we teach, but rather men who accept those 
truths and declare, with a clear conscience, that 
they believe them. But the meaning they attach to 
them is brand new. They are like Pelagius who, 
accused by Augustine of denying that man needs 
God’s Grace to live a Christian life, declared that 
he believed in the absolute necessity for the Grace of 
God for every moment of life, but whose definition 
of the word Grace was as far from Augustine’s as 
the east is from the west. 

The frustrating thing about our present situation 
is that Liberalism has moved back into the house 
with us and is sharing our bed and board, without 
becoming a member of the family. It looks so much 
like a member of the family, though, that it is being 
accepted at face value because nobody can tell the 
difference at first, or even second glance. You have 
to know exactly wherein all the distinctions lie to 
separate truth from heresy. Meanwhile, the doc- 
trines of our Church are being undermined by men 
who sincerely proclaim their allegiance to them. 


HAT’S the solution? What are we to do? 

The only thing | have to suggest is that we 
abide, unswervingly, by the fundamental issues. And 
insist upon faith in those “stumbling blocks” which 
we are tempted to avoid. Not even these “reformed 
liberals,” will honestly declare their faith in the 
Virgin Birth, for instance. And it is a point where 
they can be separated from their orthodox brethren. 
We have made a mistake, incidentally, in admitting 
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that faith in the Virgin Birth is not absolutely 


essential to salvation. A man who will insist upon 
that fine distinction is also probably a man who will 
make room for some of the other fine distinctions 
we have mentioned. 

The miracles of Christ are another point where 
the line can usually be drawn. And the actual, 
physical resurrection of Jesus Christ, although, 
strange as it may seem, even this article of faith is 
sometimes accepted in its historic sense. It is accepted 
by one theologian I know, who rejects the miracles! 

Men who follow the new “Realistic Theology” 
point of view call themselves Bible Christians. ‘They 
would pass almost any examination in which the 
questions had to do with an acceptance of terms, 
such as, “do you believe in the Inspiration of Scrip- 
ture, or the Deity of Christ, or Original Sin, or 


Salvation by faith, or the Resurrection.” And they 
would not consider themselves dishonest for answer- 
ing such questions in the affirmative. They maintain 
a clear conscience for one or both of two reasons. 
In the first place, they believe the ancient doctrines 
should be re-defined and they see nothing wrong in 
the new definitions. In the second place, they 
probably accept the so-called “critical” interpretation 
of the Scriptures as a matter of course. 

Interpreting the Fall, for instance, they might 
say that such a doctrine does not necessarily require 
faith in a historic Fall, either of one man or of 
every man. It is enough to know that every man falls 
short in his every action. Be that as it may, one thing 
is certain. It isn’t the historic, Reformed position. 
And it is the significance of that fact for which I 
wish to contend. 


SABBATH SCHOOL LESSONS 


LESSON FOR FEBRUARY 25 


REV. J. KENTON PARKER 


Glory And Service 


Scripture: Mark 9:2-50. Devotional Reading: 
Isaiah 6:1-8. 


Isaiah saw the glory of the Lord in the temple vision and heard the voice of God calling him to service. 
When we see God in His holiness, majesty, and glory, and then see ourselves in our “estate of sin and 
misery,’ the call often comes to us, Whom shall I send and who will go for us, and we are constrained to 


answer, Here am I, send me. 


We cannot trust in the glory, or wisdom, or 
might, or goodness of earthly rulers or leaders. 
They, like King Uzziah, will die, and even while 
they are alive, they are of little help. We must lift 
up our eyes beyond earthly thrones to the one God 
Who can save a wretched world full of miserable 
people. 

In verse one of chapter nine Jesus said to them, 
Verily I say unto you, that there be some of them 
that stand here, which shall not taste of death, till 
they have seen the kingdom of God come with 
power. This was fulfilled some six days later when 
the three disciples, Peter, James, and John, saw 
His glory in the Holy Mount. They saw a “bird’s- 
eye’ view, so to speak, of the glory of Christ and 
His coming Kingdom. (see II Peter 1:16-18) 


May I divide the lesson into three very distinct 
and very different pictures? (1) The Wonderful 
Christ, (2) The Wallowing Boy, (3) The Be- 
wildered Disciples. 


I. The Wonderful 
(Transformed) Christ: 2-13 


When Christ came into the world He emptied 
Himself of his heavenly glory and took the form 
of a servant. His glory was veiled in human flesh. 
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In our lesson today we have this veil lifted for a 
moment so that the glory which He had with the 
Father before the world was, may for a few mo- 
ments be seen. 


We saw His glory, said Peter, years later, when 
we were with Him in the Holy Mount. The best 
explanation of this is found in the simple words of 
the text. To try to further explain what took place 
would only confuse us. 


Two men—representing it may be the law and 
the prophets—two men whose departure from this 
world had been somewhat mysterious, came and 
talked with Him about His decease which he was 
to accomplish at Jerusalem. Jesus had talked with 
his disciples about this same thing only a week 
before and Peter had rebuked Him. 


Here the same subject is discussed by Moses, 
Elijah, and Christ. How different were their de- 
partures! Elijah, carried to heaven in a chariot of 
fire; Moses, buried on Mount Nebo by the hand of 
God; and the Saviour Who should die on the cross. 
What would we not give to have the words they 
spoke! Three representative men (one, of course, 
more than a man) talking about this most interest- 


ing subject. 
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Peter’s thoughtless words are characteristic of 
the man. The only thing which he seemed to realize 
was, It is good to be here! Fear, mixed with con- 
fusion of thought, explain his hasty words. To 
escape from a world of need and suffering and 
dwell in “glory land”’ seemed a good thing to Peter. 


Again we hear the accrediting voice from Heaven, 
This is my beloved Son, hear ye him. Several times 
in His earthly ministry this voice was heard. 


Two questions bothered the disciples as they came 
down from the mountain: (1) What the resurrec- 
tion from the dead should mean. He told them to 
say nothing about what they had seen until after 
he should rise from the dead. They were puzzled 
by this statement. (2) Why sav the scribes that 
Elias must first come’ He answers this latter ques- 
tion by showing them that John the Baptist had 
already come in the spirit and power of Elijah. 


I]. The Wallowing Boy: 
“And wallowed, foaming.” 14-27 


When they came down from the mountain they 
saw a great multitude. The people were there, the 
nine disciples, the scribes, questioning them, and the 
man with the afflicted boy. The disciples had been 
unable to cure him, the scribes were no doubt en- 
joying their discomfiture, the father of the boy was 
distressed, and the amazed people greeted Jesus as 
He came to them. 


“Bring him unto me.”’ The conversation between 
Jesus and the father of the boy is interesting, re- 
minding us of a doctor’s questions. The reply of the 
father, Lord, I believe, help thou mine unbelief, is 
one that most of us could give. How we need to 
have our unbelief “helped!” Not lingering longer 
on this fascinating study, | want to draw some 
lessons from it. 


|. This “wallowing boy” and our “wallowing 
world” are very much alike. The world—this 
cultured, educated, enlightened world, full of col- 
leges, universities—is on the ground wallowing, 
foaming at the mouth. I can think of no better 
description than this. It is indeed a mad world, 
possessed of demons, filled with sin, falling into the 
water and into the fire, on the verge of destruction 
with its poisoned gases, its A-Bombs, and H-Bombs. 


2. A bewildered and helpless Church is trying to 
do something and miserably failing. The world is 
looking on, part in amazement at our failure, part 
skeptical and sneering. As a church we have been 
separated from our Master and are perplexed at 
our failure. 


3. The command of Christ, Bring him unto me, 
is Our command today. We are helpless without 
Him. The “Only Answer,” the only hope of our 
miserable world is the Lord Jesus Christ. 
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III. The Bewildered Disciples: 
(Balance of the chapter) 


Why could we not cast him out? They had been 
casting out demons, why had they failed in this 
instance? The answer of Jesus, This kind cometh 
not forth but by prayer (and fasting) — real 
prayer — should be studied by us. I believe that 
this solemn and heart-searching question is one we 
should be asking ourselves as a church, and as 
Christians, in this day of days. 


Turning back to Matthew 17:19, 20 we get 
further light on this subject. Here, in answer to the 
same question, Jesus said, Because of your unbelief, 


(little faith). 


1. Our “little faith” explains our failure. Un- 
belief is sapping the life of the Church. In its ex- 
treme forms of Modernism and Unitarianism, it 
kills; in its milder forms which have taken posses- 
sion of so many hearts, it is hindering and smother- 
ing our efforts. If we had faith like a grain of mus- 
tard seed we could do wonders in and for our ‘““Wal- 
lowing World.” Lord, increase our faith; Lord, | 
believe, help Thou mine unbelief, ought to be our 
prayers. 


2. Our “Little Praying.” Prayer and fasting: 
prayer which is in earnest; prayer which humbles us 
in the very dust; prayer which brings us to the 
throne of grace and keeps us there—we need this 
sort of praying, and we must have it, if our wallow- 
ing world is cured. 


3. I believe that in the balance of this chapter we 
have some subsidiary answers to the question, Why 
could we not cast him out? 


(a) Our dullness of understanding—Verses 30- 
32. He tells them again about His death and res- 
urrection, “but they understood not.” If any man 
lack wisdom, let him ask of God. We ought to 
understand. We can, if we will allow the Spirit to 
open our minds. ] am afraid the Master would have 
to say to many of us today, O slow of heart to 
understand. 


(b) Our self-seeking: verses 33-37. What was it 
that ye disputed among yourselves by the way? They 
were ashamed to tell Him, for they were asking 
Who should be the greatest? While the world is 
wallowing in sin and shame, some Christians and 
some church leaders are still seeking to be the 
greatest. Could anything be more disastrous to the 
work of the Church? Yet the pages of church history 
are full of this and we see evidence of it almost 
every day. 


(c) Our jealousy of other workers: 38-40—We 
saw one casting out devils and he followed not us 
and we forbad him. Are we jealous of the work ot 
other denominations, or of other preachers or work- 
ers? Ought we not to rejoice that demons are being 
cast out whether those doing this work follow us, 
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or not. I feel that we should guard against this 
feeling in our day especially, for there are many 
forms of church activity in our world. 


(d) Stumbling-blocks: 40-48. Offend, or cause 
to stumble, one of these little ones. Are we careful 
that in our conduct there is nothing to cause some 
weaker brother to stumble? Remember Paul’s 
words; I will not eat flesh or drink wine or do any- 
thing to cause my brother to stumble. The world is 
often unreasonable in its criticisms, but let us be 
careful not to give people an excuse to criticise. 


(e) Loss of saltness: 49-50 “Salt is good: but if 
the salt have lost his saltness, wherewith will ye 
season it? Have salt in yourselves, and have peace 
one with another.” Thus He closes this solemn 
chapter. 


THE JEW 


Scattered by God’s avenging hand, 
Afflicted and forlorn, 

Sad wanderers from their pleasant Land, 
Do Judah’s children mourn; 

And e’en in Christian countries, few 

Breathe thoughts of pity for the Jew. 


Yet listen, Gentile, do you love 
The Bible’s precious page? 
Then let your heart with kindness move 
To Israel’s heritage ; 
Who traced those lines of love for you? 
Each sacred writer was a Jew. 


And then as years and ages passed, 
And Nations rose and fell, 

Though clouds and darkness oft were cast 
O’er captive Israel 

The oracles of God for you 

Were kept in safety by the Jew. 


And when the great Redeemer came 
For guilty man to bleed. 

He did not take an angel’s name, 
No, born of Abraham’s seed, 

Jesus, who gave His life for you— 

The gentle Saviour—was a Jew. 


And though His own received Him not, 
And turned in pride away, 

Whence is the Gentile’s happier lot? 
Are you more just than they? 

No! God in pity turned to you— 

Have you no pity for the Jew? 


Go, then, and bend your knee to pray 
For Israel’s ancient race; 

Ask the dear Saviour every day 
To call them by His grace. 

Go, for a debt of love is due 

From Christian Gentiles to the Jew. 


—A uthor Unknown. 
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“Who says ‘You can’t take 
it with you?’ ” 


You CAN take your money into Eternity— 
by giving it to works that will last eternally. 


By naming the Board of World Missions as a 
beneficiary in your will, you can make pro- 
visions to carry on your work for Christ in- 
definitely. Have you thought about that? 


For bequests to this Board, the following form 
is recommended: 


I give, devise and bequeath to the Board 
of World Missions of the Presbyterian 
Church in the United States, a corpora- 
tion organized under the Laws of the 
State of Tennessee, with offices at Nash- 


ville, Tenn., the sum of (or the fol- 


lowing property, to-wit: ) 


Be sure to consult a good lawyer in drawing 
your will. For full information and assistance 
in making a bequest to Foreign Missions, 
write: 


CURRY B. HEARN 


Treasurer 


Boarp OF WorLD MIssIONS 
Presbyterian Church In The U. S. 


P. O. Box 330 Nashville 1, Tenn. 
EEE EEE 


been 
this 
real 
that 
> we 
get 
lief. 
| ; 
Un 
i. A 
er- 
us- 
‘al- 
OUI 
“44 | 
ig: 
us | 
he 
his 
if 
ve | 
TO 
It 
11 


The SURVEY keeps you informed 


In our Protestant Church the individual member is respon- 
sible for what the Church does, at home and throughout 
the world. To act intelligently every church member must 
be informed about what is being done and what needs to be 
done. The Survey, giving accounts of the work of all our 
church agencies as well as reporting some local church news 
and major interdenominational events, is our chief channel 
for such information. Every member of the Church should 
read it as a matter of good churchmanship. 


The SURVEY is the voice of our Church 


In THE SURVEY you will learn the progress of the agen- 
cies of the Church at work; how the agencies working to- 
gether meet all implications of Christ’s commands to His 
Church; the challenge which is ours in spreading the Gospel 
at home and throughout the world; how all people may 
build more Christlike homes; “how we did it” in world mis- 
sions, church extension, education, etc.; ideas for the study 
seasons throughout the church year, for program building, 
and for sermons; needs of the Church—spiritual, financial, 
professional; how our Church co-operates with other Pro- 


testant groups. 


There's more for you in the new PRESBYTERIAN SURVEY 


NEW EDITORIAL AND LAYOUT methods 
now make the new Survey more informa- 
tive, more timely, more attractive, more 
useful than ever. 


PICTURE STORIES showing the Church in 
action. 


YOUTH PAGES for and about youth. 


SPECIAL EMPHASIS for each month pre- 
sented in several articles. 


PRESBYTERIAN SURVEY 


NEWS reported in an eight-page monthly 
news roundup. 


ENTIRELY NEW FORMAT. 


TWO COLORS on cover and special inside 
features. 


TWELVE MORE PAGES. 
Beginning with the March, 1951, issue. 


THE OFFICIAL MAGAZINE OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, U.S. 


SUBSCRIPTION RATES: $2.00 per year individual subscriptions. 
$1.75 in groups of five or more. 


Subscribe during SURVEY WEEK, FEBRUARY 11-17 
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YOUNG PEOPLE'S DEPARTMENT 


VESPER TOPICS FOR FEBRUARY 25 


REV. W. G. FOSTER, D.D. 


Money Talks 


Introduction 
Money talks. 


Money talks and tells us what good can be ac- 
complished by the proper use of money. 


Money talks and tells us of all the evil that has 
come into the world because of the love of money. 


Money talks and tells everybody what we are by 
the way we spend our money. 


One of the ways in which we can make proper 
use of money and make it our servant and not our 
master is in giving through the church. This pro- 
gram is designed to acquaint your group with the 
manner in which the budget for your group is 
drawn up and the work which your money accom- 
plishes through the budget. 


The program outline closes with a Scripture 
lesson from the Gospel of Luke that reminds us of 
the peril of possessions. We should study this Scnip- 
ture lesson in order to keep clearly in mind the 
place and importance of money in our life, what 
money can do and what money cannot do. 


Scripture Lesson - Luke 18:18-30 


1. An Important Question - V 18 
On one occasion a ruler asked the Lord Jesus, 


“Good Master, what shall I do to inherit eternal 
life?” This man no doubt had many worldly pos- 
sessions and by means of his money was able to 
secure anything that he needed for life, health, and 
happiness. But his question ever reminds us of two 
great truths that we must never forget: 


1. The possession of money does not satisfy the 
deep needs of life. The proper use of money can 
help satisfy those needs, and the improper use can 
intensify our sense of frustration; but money alone 
does not satisfy anything. 


2. We are those who have the possibility of 
eternal life with God, and money is absolutely 
irrelevant when it comes to securing eternal life. 
A rich man cannot buy it with his wealth. A poor 
man is not be shut out from it by his poverty. 


2. A Searching Reply - V 19-21 


a. Call to Examine Christ - V 19. Jesus gave this 
man a startling answer. He said to the man, “Why 
callest thou me good? None is good save One, that 
is God.” When the case of eternal life was brought 
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up by this rich young ruler, Christ Jesus called to 
that man to examine the Person of Christ Himself. 


Christ is the eternal life made manifest, Christ 
is the One to give us eternal life; therefore, before 
we can answer the question we must first look to 
Christ and understand His Person and work. 


b. Call to Examine Himself - V 20-21. Christ 
went on to remind the young man of the various 
commandments of the Old Testament, and this 
young ruler, no doubt in all sincerity, replied, “All 
these have I kept from my youth up.” He had lived 
up to the best of his knowledge. He had been 
guided by the best law ever given, and he had done 
the best that he could. 


But he was still unsatisfied and in the dark about 
eternal life. Not only is it impossible for us to buy 
eternal life, it is also impossible for us to earn 
eternal life by our good works. 


3. 4 Testing Command - V 22 


Christ had called this man’s attention to His 
Person and then had turned the man inward 
towards his own self, but the man still did not get 
the point. Christ then gave a command to test him. 
He told him to go and sell al] that he had and give 
to the poor and come follow him. This man had a 
weak spot that only Christ could cleanse and make 
strong, but he would not be ready to let Christ 
cleanse it and make it strong until he saw it clearly. 
This command was a test which would enable the 
man to see himself as he really was. When you and 
I behold the commands of God, they truly become 
tests by which we can see what our own real 
inner condition is. 


4. A Revealing Result - V 23 


The man went away sorrowful, for he had much 
possessions. His point of weakness was covetousness. 
He coveted his material possessions so much that he 
was not willing to let them go in order to receive 
Christ. The commands of God show us the things 
that we cherish rather than loving God. 


The fact that we cherish them shows that in our 
inner condition we lack the loving holiness that 
God requires. When we know that we are like this 
inside, we have to make a decision. Either we can 
turn our backs on Christ and hold on to possessions, 
like the rich young ruler did; or we can count all 
things as nothing and of no value in order to have 


Christ, like Paul did. 
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5. An Abiding Application - V 24-30 
a. Danger of Covetousness - 1 24-25. When the 


rich young ruler had gone away, Jesus reminded 
his disciples of the danger of covetousness. 


He remarked that it was hard for a rich man to 
enter into the Kingdom of heaven, because the more 
a man has the more he has to covet and the more 
probably he has been covetous. 


But a man who has nothing can covet possessions 
just as much as one who has many of them. We all 
must beware of the danger of trying to have and 
to hold and to selfishly enjoy things when our 
affection should be set on Christ. 


b. Necessity of grace - V 26-27. When Christ 
said this, His disciples reacted with this question, 
“Who then can be saved?” They felt if the rich 
man could not make it nobody could. But Jesus said, 
“The things that are impossible with man are 
possible with God.”” No man can be saved through 
his own efforts or by his own position. 


It is impossible for him to do so, but it is possible 
for God, through His grace in Christ Jesus, to save 
those who put their trust in Christ. It is easier, 
perhaps, for a man who doesn’t have to unload much 
of this world’s possesions, to let go and let God, but 
it takes the grace and power of God in each case. 


An then Jesus reminded His disciples that over 
the long haul we need to remember that whatever 
we do for the Lord will receive its full reward and 
we can never out-give God and have Him in the 
position of being indebted to us. 


SUGGESTIONS 


Follow the program outline in Presbyterian 
Youth and close with a study of the Scripture 
lesson, pointing out clearly that the way we use 
money shows what we are, that money is irrevelant 
in our salvation, but that when a man has been saved 
by the grace of God in Christ, he will grow in the 
grace of liberality and invest his money in the 
things that really matter in the Kingdom of God, 
instead of squandering it in the things of the world, 
the flesh, and the devil. 


BOOK REVIEWS 


THE PHILOSOPHIES OF F. R. TENNANT 
AND JOHN DEWEY, by J. Oliver Buswell, Jr. 
Philosophical Library. $6. Dr. Buswell, President 
of Shelton College, undertakes in 500 pages to show 
that the particular applications of empirical method 
by two philosophers prevent them from arriving at 
the Christian position. In this he is eminently 
successful. He also argues that the empirical method, 
if properly enlarged, would serve as a basis for 
Christian apologetics. 


The work is of course intricate and detailed. 
Perhaps this necessary virtue is its chief fault. So 
many points are raised and so many _ incidental 
criticisms are made in the extended analysis that a 
unified impression is difficult to obtain. Sometimes 
a footnote steals the show; for example note 48 on 
pp. 309-313 is particular interesting and intrinsically 
important. 


Of course, in a work like this, there are always 
questions of historical interpretation. For example, 
Dr. Buswell objects to Dewey’s statement that 
“Descartes defined natural existence as extension” 
(pp. 365-366) ; and Dr. Buswell gives some reasons 
for his objection. None the less, Dewey’s interpreta- 
tion is the usual one. See Windelband, History of 
Philosophy (tr. by Tufts) pp. 405-406; and B. A. 
G. Fuller, History of Philosophy (1945) Part II, 
p. 65. 


Or again, Dr. Buswell asserts (p. 181), “The 
fact that Descartes advanced an inductive form of 
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the ontological argument is known to very few. 
Philosophy teachers of my acquaintance are inclined 
to deny it.” And later (p. 185) “Descartes labels 
the argument an a posteriori one in so many words. 
It is truly amazing that the fact has not been more 
widely recognized. 


There is really nothing amazing at all. Most 
philosophers agree that Descartes gave two proofs of 
God’s existence, though some subdivided them and 
count the four. No one denies that the first of the 
two is an a posteriori. The point at issue is whether 
a posterior! argument, an inductive argument, one 
that proceeds from effect to cause, can properly be 
called ontological, as Dr. Buswell calls it. An 
inductive ontological argument, in my opinion at 
least, would be an a posteriori a prior argument; 
and I would conclude that neither Descartes nor 
anyone else ever produced such a monstrosity. 


Dr. Buswell is to be commended for making a 
courageous attack on unbelief in the field of scholar- 
ship. May this book of his stimulate others to make 
a similar attempt. —Gordon H. Clark. 


THE BELLS ARE RINGING, by Albert C. 
Wyckoff. Zondervan Publishing House. $1.50. You 
will be wiser for having read this appealingly- 
written story of the Saviour’s work in the hearts of 
the family that found joy abundant in serving Him. 
Here is a book that is not merely reading; it is de- 
lightful reading. 
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CHURCH NEWS 


R. G. White Elected 
Minister And Work Secretary 


R. Graham White of Buechel, Ky., has been 
elected Secretary of the Permanent Committee on 
the Minister and his Work according to announce- 
ment by the committee. 


He will take office June 1, 1951 for a three year 
term. According to White, the office will probably 
he located in Atlanta, Ga. To serve with White on 
the executive committee of the permanent committee: 
Col. D. T. Moore, vice chairman; treasurer, White ; 
member from the committee, the Rev. A. Grady 
Harris. 


A special committee approved amendments to Pr. 
147 after which the 1951 General Assembly will 
hear the proposed changes before referring the 
matter to the presbyteries for ratification. 


Meridian Requests 
Clarification Of 
Par. 156, Church Order 


At the regular winter meeting of Meridian Pres- 
bytery, presbytery overtured the 1951 General As- 
sembly to clarify Paragraph 156 of the Book of 
Church Order. (Paragraph 156 is related to the 


election and functions of elders in the church) 


Three candidates for the ministry were received 
in December, 1950, and one dismissed to another 
presbytery. One candidate was dismissed to another 
presbytery at the regular January meeting. 


Commissioners to the General Assembly were 
elected. 


Kagawa Completes 
Successful Tour 
Of U. S., Canada 


Dr. Toychiko Kagawa will carry $61,000 back to 
Japan when he goes to be used in the erection of 
rural churches, according to reports from the Ka- 
waga Committee in New York. 


The amount represents proceeds amassed from 
speaking tours in 150 cities after expenses were de- 
ducted. 


Kagawa spoke in 400 cities. Largest single offer- 
ing was made in Charlotte, N. C., where $3,500 
was contributed during a meeting there. In Toronto, 
Canada, 8,000 persons, largest audience in any one 
city, attended the meetings. 
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Kerr Taylor 
Declines Call To 


Extension Work 


The Board of Church Extension of the Presby- 
terian Church in the U. S. has announced that the 
Rev. H. Kerr Taylor has declined the call of the 
board to become secretary of Christian relations, a 
division of the board’s work. 


No word on other possible selections for the 
secretarial spot had been received last week. 


Mid-Texas Presbytery 
Postpones Amendment 
Vote Until Spring 


Mid-Texas Presbytery convened in the Rule 
Church, January 17. Twenty-five ministers and 21 
ruling elders were present. 


Rev. H. O. Bennett of the Handley Church was 
elected moderator. Rev. James F. Hardie, D.D., 
preached the doctrinal sermon on the subject of 
baptism. The consideration of the amendments was 
postponed until the spring meeting. 


Rev. Conway T. Wharton Jr., was dismssed to 
the Presbytery of Western Texas that he might 
accept the call to the Edinburgh church. 


Commissioners to the General Assem)ly are, 
ministers: Rev. B. O. Wood, D.D., Rev. F. E. 
King and Rev. B. D. D. Greer, D.D. Ruling elders 
are: S. B. Harbison, J. W. Stitt, and V. L. Shifflet. 


Write For Our New 1951 Catalogue 
Of Evangelical Books 
Sent Free On Request 
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